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Win a date with D.A.K:! 


by Evan Silberman 


Every now and then, the Omen finds itself with a gen- 


eral lack of compelling and provocative submissions, so we 


think to ourselves, “what sort of ridiculous ‘contest’ can we 
create this time in a bid to get people to write atrocious non- 
sense and send it to us?” Last year around this time, our so- 
lution was an erotica contest, which produced maybe one 
erotic story, something hilarious by David Mansfield, and 
an assortment of disturbingly weird lobster-related fantasies 
that we sincerely hope were not serious. 

But today, gentle readers, I have a new task for you. The 
Omen’s de facto Chief Correspondent, David Axel Kurtz, 
finds himself headed into the winter months without a lov- 


er to hold him in a warm embrace. Out of compassion for 


my countryman,-slash-reliable-filler-provider, I hereby an- 
nounce a CONTEST, whereby perhaps the esteemed Word- 


smith will acquire a tender companion. Actually, I really just 
want to amuse myself at his expense, but we can pretend I’m 


being altruistic. 


Anyway, the point is, all are invited to enter the WIN a 


Date WiTH Davip AXEL Kurtz ConreEsT. To enter, all yu 
have to do is submit something, be it prose, verse, comic, 
or otherwise, to the Omen, indicating why you are deserv- 


Kurtz. Submissions to the contest are due to the Omen no 
later than Saturday, November 22. All submissions will be 
printed in the next issue of the Omen, and the WINNER, as 
selected by an ad hoc PANEL OF JUDGES, including the Man 
Himself, will be invited to go on a DaTE with David Axel 
Kurtz. Some expenses will be paid by the Omen. 

So that’s it for the contest. In other news, allegedly 
FiCom has decided to drastically cut back the amount of 
money disbursed for meeting food to student groups next 
year. This is utterly ludicrous. Meeting food is the only thing 
keeping me alive this semester. If clubs become unable to 
provide me with Sibie’s pizza, Wings, and other deliverable 
comestibles four times a week, I will probably starve. I urge 
all of you to EMAIL FICOM at ficom@hampshire.edu and 
tell them what you think of this outrageous new policy. 

FiCom, of course, being a body with only a few elected 
members and no method of oversight or replacement by the 
student body at large, is yet another instance of Hampshire’s 
governance structure being broken and stupid, but lest I 
turn into my esteemed predecessor Jacob Lefton, I will not 
harp on this further right now. To summarize, your job, dear 
reader, is to COMPLAIN TO FICoM and also SUBMIT TO THE 


ing of an evening of lighthearted revelry with David Axel 


Policy 


The Omen is a biweekly publication that 
is the world’s only example of the consistent 
application of a straightforward policy: we 
publish all signed submissions from mem- 
bers of the Hampshire community that are 
not libelous. Send us your impassioned yet 
poorly-thought-out rants, self-insertion fan 
fiction, MS Paint comics, and whiny emo po- 
etry: we'll publish it all, and we're happy to 
do it. The Omen is about giving you a voice, 
no matter how little you deserve it. Since its 
founding in December of 1992 by Stephanie 
Cole, the Omen has hardly ever missed an is- 
sue, making it Hampshire’s longest-running 
publication. 

Your Omen submission (you're submit- 
ting right now, right?) might not be edited, 


and we can't promise any spellchecking ei- 
ther, so any horrendous mistakes are your 
fault, not ours. We do promise not to insert 
comical spelling mistakes in submissions 
to make you look foolish. Your submission 
must include your real name: an open forum 
comes with a responsibility to take owner- 
ship of your views. (Note: Views expressed 
in the Omen do not necessarily reflect the 
views of the Omen editor, the Omen staff, or 
anyone, anywhere, living or dead.) 

The Omen staff consists of whoever 
shows up for Omen layout, which usually 
takes place on alternate Saturday nights in 
the basement of Merrill on a computer with 
an extremely inadequate monitor. You should 
come. We don’t bite. You can find the Omen 
on other Fridays in Saga, the post office, or 
on the door of your mod. 


Omen! Best wishes and stay warm. @ 


The Omen Haiku 


ViewsintheOmen (5) 


Do not necessarily (7) 


Reflect the staff’s views 
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How Many Courses Can a 
Student Take During Jan- Term? 


by none other than the Omen's own 


David Axel Kurtz 


Well, that’s an easy question. Of course, at Hampshire 
College, a student can take as many courses as they wish, at 
any time. 

Right? 

Technically this is true. But there is (big surprise) a 
catch. 

Only a certain number of these courses can be made 
available on The Hub. Meaning that only some of them will 
appear on your ‘official’ transcript. Meaning that only some 
will count towards your Div II, your Div II, even your Div 
III, and often towards grad-school applications. 

During a full-length academic semester, you can take up 
to 6 courses or course-equivalents. That is the absolute ceil- 
ing. You can only be registered for 6 “things,” or “quanta,” 
or (say it softly) “credit-hours,” at a time. This includes both 
Spring Term and Fall Term. 

But what of Jan-Term or “Interterm?” What of that three- 
week course period that makes the S$ Colleges so special? 

Traditionally a Hampshire student only takes 1 J-Term 
class. As such, it’s not often an issue. But sometimes they 
want to take more. Sometimes two are taken. What about 
three? What about four? What about more? 

How many accredited courses can a Hampshire student 
get during Jan-term? 

I wasn’t sure. There doesn’t seem to be any clear answer. 
Nothing in the college Constitution. Nothing in the Com- 
munity Norms or in NSNS. But I have asked around, and 
gotten these various responses: 

My Div I advisor told me that you can only take 1 course 
during Jan-Term. 

A friend told me that he took 2 courses last Jan-Term. 

My Div II advisor has told me that she doesn’t know. 

A friend’s Div III advisor told me that you could take 2 
courses, no more. 


A professor friend of mine who is currently on sabbati- 
cal says that it’s the same as a regular semester, up to 6. 

Zena Clift, Associate Dean of Advising down at CASA, 
says the following: 

“As long as there are no time conflicts, you can add two 
I believe.” 

and Natalie W. Owen, Division III Coordinator at Cen- 
tral Records, says the following: 

“At the moment there is no limit [to the number of 
courses you can take during Jan-Term]. This issue will be 
looked at soon because too many students sign up for more 
than one and do not complete them.” 

Being that it’s Hampshire college, it’s hard to tell which 
one of these is true. Or at least, truest. At the moment I ex- 
pect the answer is the same as the answer to most Hamp- 
shire questions: “it’s whatever you can talk them into giving 
you.” 

Likely, though, the last of the above messages is the most 
authoritative. Reading it over, I can only conclude that the 
Hampshire Powers-That-Be will soon be arbitrating upon 
this specific issue. Pretty soon, I expect, there will be a set 
maximum number of courses that one can take over J-Term, 
and that this maximum will be put upon every Hampshire 
student equally. 

Yet for the moment - - - subject, of course, to the ap- 
proval of the professors who are teaching/supervising the 
course of study, the deans of their respective Schools, the 
people who work in Central Records, the deans of Advising, 
and of course, Dean Berman - - - I can only conclude that a 
Hampshire student can take as many courses as they want 
during Jan-Term. Up to 6 at least. Perhaps more. 

I myself will be trying to take three. 

Wish me luck! @ 
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Big Changes to Division | on the Horizon 


by Re-Rad members Adam Krellenstein, Claire Oberholtzer, 
lan McEwen, and Ananda Valenzuela 


By Re-Rad (https: //hampedia.org/wiki/ Rerad) 
I. Introduction 


On Tuesday, October 21“, Hampshire faculty came to- 
gether to discuss Division I, specifically the distribution re- 
quirement. The Educational Policy Committee gave them 
the following motion upon which to base their discussions: 


“All students must satisfactorily complete a course in each of 
the following areas: 

The Arts, including creative writing 

Social Sciences 

Sciences — Natural and Cognitive 

Humanities and Cultural Studies 

In general these courses will be at the 100-level. Instruc- 
tors will designate which area(s) their 100-level courses 
fit into. The advisor may approve an upper-level course as 
meeting the requirement where it seems appropriate, with 
the concurrence of the teacher of that course. 

Discussion: Making these changes should help alleviate 
the pressures to offer more 100 level courses than we can 
reasonably accommodate. These changes should also pro- 
vide students with a greater degree of flexibility in shaping 
their courses of study.” 

Faculty were divided up into small groups, with each 
group including members from each of the five schools and 
the Educational Policy Committee. They were asked to dis- 
cuss this motion, and either approve it, amend it, or come 
up with a new proposal for distribution. 

Re-Rad read, analyzed, and discussed the notes from 
each of the groups, and worked to find common threads and 
points. Re-Rad has taken great pains to make this document 
as unbiased and straightforward as possible. Any facts, fig- 
ures, and Re-Rad opinions are found only in the footnotes. 
The body is made up solely of the information garnered 
from the notes from the six groups.’ 


1 ‘It seems that many faculty members had not read the EPC 
document in detail, as there was ample confusion as to the substance of 
the motions, and many points were misconstrued. 


II. Distribution Requirements 


This section addresses the areas of agreement, dissent, 
and issues concerning the EPC’s Motion 3 (separating dis- 
tribution requirements from the schools and creating four 
areas of study). 


Faculty were in almost complete agreement that things 
need to be changed; there is widespread unhappiness with 
the present Division I program. 

Most faculty felt that distribution (breadth) is an im- 
portant part of a liberal arts education. 

The majority of faculty members agreed that distribu- 
tion should be separated from the schools. This encourages 
interdisciplinarity.”* 

Many faculty felt that four was a good number of areas 
of study, in part because it would decrease the number of 
100-level courses. 

Some faculty were unhappy with the names of the 
groups; they wanted more creative/exciting designations 
for the areas. 

A reoccurring question was that of how the area designa- 
tions will work in relation to the schools, and whether there 
will be an even distribution of courses across the four areas. 
Some groups noted the omission of language; one pointed 
out that we do not have the faculty necessary to support a 
language requirement.** 

Most groups discussed the way in which classes will be 
assigned to_categories. The most popular suggestion was 

2 This point is reinforced by the Re-Rad Faculty Survey Report, 
which found that 72% of faculty members supported separating distri- 
bution requirements from the schools, and another 24% agreed but said 
that it depends upon the implementation. 

3. Informally, many faculty members have said that the schools 
are bureaucratic institutions, not clearly defined academic areas of 
study. 

4 According to the December 2007 EPC Report, “of course en- 
rollment in 2006-07 by the Fall 2006 entrants, about 25% were in the 
arts, about 25% were in the humanities, about 25% were in the sciences, 
and about 25% were in the social sciences.” 

S By fitting arts and writing courses into a single requirement, 
there will be less overcrowding of the introductory-level courses, as 
these areas are some of the most popular for entering students. 


Ce 


that the professor of the course makes the designation, 
which must be approved by his or her dean. 

Concerns about “double-dipping,” having a single class 
designated as fulfilling more than one area of study, came 
up in most groups. While some worried that this could be 
exploited, most felt that it was good, encouraging interdisci- 
plinarity and flexibility. 

Some groups felt that distribution should not be tied to 
Division I; students should be allowed an extra semester or 
year to complete their distribution requirements, allowing 
for greater flexibility. 


III. Reoccurring Topics within Discussions 


This section addresses related topics that were discussed 
in many groups, but are not directly related to Motion 3. 


Many faculty members want there to be fewer 100-level 
courses. The smaller schools are forced to focus on provid- 
ing required seats in 100-level courses, at the expense of 
providing a greater number of 200 and 300-level courses.” 

Over half of the groups felt that the number of required 
courses should be lowered to seven. Some felt that there 
should be an eighth requirement that incorporates indepen- 
dent work in some way, possibly through research projects, 
mentored independent studies, or other innovative learning 
experiences. 

Some faculty members felt that Division I should be 
longer, allowing students more time to complete all the re- 
quirements. Others felt that it needs to stay short and fo- 
cused. 

Many groups discussed melding together Learning 
Goals and distribution requirements in some way. More 
were in favor of combining the two than were not. There 
was no consensus among groups as to how the two might 
fit together. 

Professors asked whether Division I should focus on the 
achievement of specific skills (Learning Goals) or general 


6 According to the Re-Rad Faculty Survey Report, faculty 
spend on average 9.5 hours teaching and preparing for 100-level courses 
every week (compared to 7 hours for 200-level courses and 2.3 hours 
for 300-level courses), out of an average of 48 hours spent working each 
week. 

7 Simply decreasing the number of required 100-level courses 
will lower the number of required seats in 100-level courses. 
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breadth of study (Distribution Requirements). There was 
no clear consensus. 

What is the goal of Division I? Must students meet a 
certain threshold, or is progress the aim? Meeting a thresh- 
old necessitates a “pass/fail” system and a set of standard- 
ized expectations. 

The role of the portfolio was discussed in several groups, 
especially in relation to the Learning Goals. Some see the 
portfolio as a potential tool to assess Learning Goals and 
student progress. 

Who should evaluate Division I work? Out of the faculty 
who discussed this question, most were in favor of making 
the portfolio the main means of evaluation. Possible evalua- 
tors discussed were the Division II committee, an indepen- 
dent group, or the advisor. 

There was some talk of making the transition from Divi- 
sion I to Division II a more central part of a student’s aca- 
demic work in their first year. This included devoting more 
time to writing Division II proposals. 

Empowering advisors came up in several groups. How- 
ever, advisor quality and training varies greatly, which is an 
issue that must be addressed if advisors take a greater role in 
Division I. 

Overall, discussions repeatedly touched upon the im- 
portance of flexibility and excitement in Division I. 


III. Conclusion 


The Educational Policy Committee hopes to bring a 
proposal for a new Division I distribution system to the 
December 9" Faculty Meeting. This proposal will depend 
upon the results of the second faculty discussion, which will 
occur on Tuesday, November 18". In order to amend the 
current Division I system in time for changes to be imple- 
mented next year, the proposal at the December meeting 
must be approved. Otherwise discussions will resume in 
February and are les likely to influence next year’s curricu- 
lum. To learn more about the EPC: https://hampedia.org/ 
wiki/EPC & 
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Dear Omen, 


I very much appreciated your use of Helvetica on the cover 
of Volume 31, Issue 4. My stupid publication won't let me use 
it,* and I’m, like, “in charge.” 


Worst Regards (in all but font usage), 
Eric Peterson 


Managing Editor, The Climax 


*we have our own font, so it’s kindof a legitimate rule. 
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Shopgirl by Hannah Allen 
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Emo Nation by Hannah Allen 


